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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -40 have been canceled. 

Claims 41-50 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 41 and 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Williams et al. (Williams) (US 5,945,988). 
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Regarding claim 41 , Williams teaches a method for describing a user's 
preferences pertaining to consumption of multimedia content (Fig. 7), comprising: 

describing person information to identify each user (i.e., user name, Fig. 7 col. 5 
line 37); 

describing user preference information of the identified user, wherein the user 
preference information includes one or more individual user preference information (i.e., 
user preference information, col. 5 lines 41), each individual user preference information 
including a plurality of preference items (i.e., channel, volume, program genre, col. 6 
line 1 1 ) and corresponding preference value for each preference item (i.e., weighted 
values, col. 9 lines 43-63), and a update type that indicates whether the user preference 
information is automatically updated or not (i.e., continuously monitors the user 
interaction with system to update and refine the user preference information, col. 7 lines 
52-62). 

Regarding claim 47, Williams teaches a method for describing a user 
preferences pertaining to consumption of multimedia content (Fig. 7), comprising: 

describing person information to identify to said user (i.e., user name, Fig. 7 col. 
5 line 37); 

describing user preference information of the identified user, wherein the user 
preference information includes one or more individual user preference information (i.e., 
user preference information, col. 5 lines 41), each individual user preference information 
including a plurality of preference items (i.e., channel, volume, program genre, coi. 6 
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line 11) and corresponding preference value for each preference item (i.e., weighted 
values, col. 9 lines 43-63), each individual user preference information including a 
preference condition under which said individual user preference information uses (col. 
5lines30-col.6line32). 

Regarding claim 48, Williams teaches the method according to claim 47, wherein 
each preference item is used for searching for filtering multimedia contents (col. 10 line 
60-col. 11 Iine19). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 42-45 and 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Williams in view of Fruensgaard et al. (Fruensgaard) (US 
2002/0052880) (previously listed). 

Regarding claim 42, Williams teaches the method according to claim 41 . 
Williams does not explicitly teach preference items have hierarchical 
relationships. 
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Fruensgaard teaches the user preference information include a plurality of 
preference items (see page 2 40-44 and page 3 paragraph 50). Fruensgaard teaches 
preference items have hierarchical relationships (page 3 paragraph 61). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention to incorporate hierarchical relationships of preference items of Fruensgaard in 
the process of creating user preferences in Williams. One would be motivated to do so 
to allow an interesting piece of information to be located faster since a hierarchical 
relationship would in itself describe topics in the context of other topics with respect to 
generalized or specified placement (Fruensgaard, page 2 paragraph 40). 

Claim 43 represents the hierarchical relationships that is parallel to claim 42. 
Claim 43 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 42 and therefore is 
rejected for similar reasons. 

Regarding claim 44, Williams teaches a method for describing a user 
preferences pertaining to consumption of multimedia content (Fig. 7), comprising: 

describing person information to identify said user (i.e., user name, Fig. 7 col. 5 
line 37); 

describing user preference information of said identified user, the user 
preference information includes one or more individual user preference information (i.e., 
user preference information, col. 5 lines 41), each individual user preference information 
including a plurality of preference items (i.e., channel, volume, program genre, col. 6 
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line 11) and corresponding preference value for each preference item (i.e., weighted 
values, col. 9 lines 43-63) 

William does not explicitly teach a plurality of preference items within single 
individual user preference information have hierarchical relationships. 

Fruensgaard teaches the user preference information include a plurality of 
preference items (see page 2 40-44 and page 3 paragraph 50). Fruensgaard teaches 
preference items have hierarchical relationships (page 3 paragraph 61). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention to incorporate hierarchical relationships of preference items of Fruensgaard in 
the process of creating user preferences in Williams. One would be motivated to do so 
to allow an interesting piece of information to be located faster since a hierarchical 
relationship would in itself describe topics in the context of other topics with respect to 
generalized or specified placement (Fruensgaard, page 2 paragraph 40). 

Claim 45 represents the hierarchical relationships that is parallel to claim 42. 
Claim 43 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 42 and therefore is 
rejected for similar reasons. 

Claim 49 represents the hierarchical relationships that is parallel to claim 42. 
Claim 49 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 42 and therefore is 
rejected for similar reasons. 
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Claim 50 represents the hierarchical relationships that is parallel to claim 42. 
Claim 50 does not teach or define any new limitation above claim 42 and therefore is 
rejected for similar reasons. 

4. Claim 46 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Williams 
in view of Fruensgaard et al. (Fruensgaard) in further view of Uppala (SU 6,279,007 B1) 

Regarding claim 46, Williams teaches the method according to claim 45. 

The combination of teachings of Williams and Fruensgaard does not explicitly 
teach teaches if a preference item is located in more than one sub-tree of the user 
preference information, the preference values for said preference item in the different 
sub-tree of the user preference information are not identical values. 

Uppala teaches architecture for managing query friendly hierarchical values (see 
abstract). Uppala teaches if a preference item is located in more than one sub-tree of 
the user preference information, the preference values for said preference item in the 
different sub-tree of the user preference information are not identical values. (Col. 6 
lines 40-43 Figs 6 and 7B). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Williams-Fruensgaard to assign different values to the same item 
located in different subtree as in Uppala. One would be motivated to do so to allow 
complex queries on data store to be processed quickly (Uppala, col. 2 lines 58-59). 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Oanh Duong whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3983. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday, 2:00PM - 10:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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August 7, 2005 



